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have been made when the paper was written, or at least relate to 
the identical paper. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Wills, Cent. Dig. §§ 222-224; Dec. 
Dig. § 93.* 13 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 722.] 

4. Wills (§ 130*) — Holographs — Sufficiency — A memorandum 
written by decedent on the front page of a book, dated eight years 
before his death and signed by him, reading, "Everything is Lous," 
is insufficient as a holographic will. 

[Ed. Note.— For other cases, see Wills, Cent. Dig. §§ 336-340; 
Dec. Dig. § 130.* 13 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 722.] 

Error to Corporation Court of City of Alexandria. 

Will contest by Samuel H. Smith against Lula G. Smith. 
From a judgment probating an instrument as a will, contestant 
brings error. Reversed and rendered. 

/. K. M. Norton, for plaintiff in error. 

Francis L. Smith and Robinson Moncure, for defendant in 
error. 



CITY NAT. BANK OF ROANOKE v. HUNDLEY et al. 
March 9, 1911. 
[70 S. E. 494.] 

Bills and Notes (§ 525*)— Bona Fides of Holder— Evidence- 
Weight. — Evidence held to show that plaintiff bought the notes sued 
on without notice of fraud in their inception. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Bills and Notes, Cent. Dig. §§ 
1832-1839; Dec. Dig. § 525.* 2 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 431.] 

Appeal from Circuit Court, Henry County. 

Action by the City National Bank of Roanoke against H. B. 
H'.ndley and others. Judgment for defendants, and plaintiff 
appeals. Reversed and rendered. 

S. G. White, Jr., and Scott, Altiser & Watts, for appellant. 
John W. Carter, for appellees. 



CARPENTER et al. v. CAMP MFG. CO. et al. 

March 9, 1911. 

[70 S. E. 496.] 

Appeal and Error (§ 161*) — Right of Review — Estoppel. — A party 
cannot avail himself of that portion of a decree which is favorable 

*For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. 
Dig. & Am. Dig. Key No. Series & Rep'r Indexes. 
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